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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

TUESDAY, JULY 31, 2012 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

AMENDED* 

 

 

 

 S043520   PEOPLE v. POWELL (CARL  

   DEVON) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Neoma Kenwood’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by May 14, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension 

of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 2, 2012.  After that date, only four further 

extensions totaling about 220 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S062417   PEOPLE v. SILVERIA  

   (DANIEL TODD) & TRAVIS  

   (JOHN RAYMOND) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender John Fresquez’s 

representation that he anticipates filing appellant Daniel Todd Silveria’s reply brief by mid to late 

February 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to 

October 15, 2012.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 120 additional days 

are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S082776   PEOPLE v. REED (ENNIS) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Gail Harper’s representation that she anticipates 

filing the appellant’s reply brief by February 28, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time 

in which to file that brief is granted to September 25, 2012.  After that date, only three further 

extensions totaling about 150 additional days will be granted. 
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 S097363   PEOPLE v. MERRIMAN  

   (JUSTIN JAMES) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Glen Niemy’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the appellant’s reply brief by mid-November 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of 

time in which to file that brief is granted to October 1, 2012.  After that date, only one further 

extension totaling about 45 additional days will be granted. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S190405   EUBANKS (SUSAN DIANNE)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael Meaney’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by 

September 24, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 

granted to September 24, 2012.  After that date, no further extension will be granted. 

 

 

 S196830 B209056 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 EL-ATTAR (OSAMAH) v.  

   HOLLYWOOD  

   PRESBYTERIAN MEDICAL  

   CENTER 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of Dignity Health and Adventist Health System/West and good cause appearing, it 

is ordered that the time to serve and file the amicus curiae brief is extended to August 31, 2012. 

 

 

 S199074 B230859 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 ROSE (HAROLD) v. BANK OF  

   AMERICA, N.A. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellants and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the reply brief on the merits is extended to August 20, 2012. 

 

 

 S200464   SELF (CHRISTOPHER) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Theodore M. Cropley’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas 

corpus by October 5, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that 

document is granted to October 5, 2012.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 
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 S194121 D056943 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 ELK HILLS POWER LLC v.  

   BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 

 Order filed 

 The application of California Taxpayers Association, California Manufacturers & Technology 

Association and Silicon Valley Leadership Group to file a joint reply to the California Board of 

Equalization’s Opposition to Motion for Judicial Notice is hereby granted. 
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*SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

ORAL ARGUMENT CALENDAR 

SAN FRANCISCO SESSION 

SEPTEMBER 5 and 6, 2012 

 

 The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for hearing at its 

courtroom in the Ronald M. George State Office Complex, Earl Warren Building, 350 

McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on September 5 and 6, 2012. 

 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 2012 — 9:00 A.M. 

 

(1) S185457 City of Alhambra et al. v. County of Los Angeles et al. 

(2) S187243 Pacific Palisades Bowl Mobile Estates LLC v. City of Los Angeles (Baxter, J., not 

participating; Kline, P.J., assigned justice pro tempore) 

(3) S191934 People v. Mills (Ahkin Ramond) 

 

1:30 P.M. 

 

(4) S189786 People v. Wyatt (Reginald) 

(5) S189275 In re Richards (William) on Habeas Corpus 

(6) S186707 People v. Schmitz (Douglas George) 

 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2012 — 9:00 A.M. 

 

(7) S194501 DiCampli-Mintz (Hope) v. County of Santa Clara et al. 

(8) S044592 People v. Homick (Steven) [Automatic Appeal] 

 

 

 

 __________________________________ 

Chief Justice 

 

 

 

 If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must apply to the court for 

permission.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.224(c).) 



 

 

 


